Resist Newsletter, Jan. 1978 by Resist
Trinity College
Trinity College Digital Repository
Resist Newsletters Resist Collection
1-31-1978
Resist Newsletter, Jan. 1978
Resist
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalrepository.trincoll.edu/resistnewsletter
Recommended Citation
Resist, "Resist Newsletter, Jan. 1978" (1978). Resist Newsletters. 81.
https://digitalrepository.trincoll.edu/resistnewsletter/81
--RESIST--
January 1978 - 324 Somerville Ave., Somerville, MA 01143 #120 
a call to resist illegitimate authority 
THE FUTURE OF 
LIBERATION MAGAZINE 
As many of you know, Liberation magazine has tem-
porarily suspended publication. Responsibility for the 
future of the magazine has been undertaken by Resist, 
and over the next six months we will explore the 
possibility of reconstituting the magazine. 
For more than twenty years, Liberation has served the 
Left well. It has been a truly engaged magazine, strongly 
committed to the principles of social change through 
non-violence, and projecting a vision of a non-
authoritarian socialist society. Its liveliness and time-
liness have earned it an important place in the history of 
Left journalism; and in recent years its imaginative 
design has been an inspiration to many of us trying our 
hand at laying out newsletters and journals. 
As Paul Lauter writes in the current issue of Libera-
tion: "A rekindled Liberation would continue to focus 
on the movements for change that have animated the 
magazine and given it its name. It would devote more 
space to events overseas, in particular liberation 
movements, emphasizing the human experience of 
developing independent societies. It would have a 
specifically feminist perspective, articles dealing with 
the concerns of the women's movement, of feminist 
organizers and intellectuals. It would continue to report 
on and analyze critical domestic issues, like the develop-
ing and increasingly political struggle between "soft" 
and "hard" energy. And it would have regular cultural 
features, including reviews of books significant to 
Liberation readers. In short the magazine will - if we 
find support for it - take for models certain other 
editors and agitators: Elizabeth Cady Stanton, W .E.B. 
DuBois, A.J. Muste." 
While we are looking for editorial support and finan-
cial backing for Liberation, we will be sending Libera-
tion subscribers our monthly newsletter, containing 
articles by and about organizations which we have 
funded, as well as articles on general problems of the 
socialist movement. 
The chief task of Resist is to raise funds and to funnel 
them to socialist organizations. Sending our newsletter 
to so many new readers at once is obviously a bit of a 
gamble; and we sincerely hope that this new venture will 
not divert funds from our primary purposes. So if you 
are a Liberation subscriber receiving this newsletter for 
the fir.at time, please send a small (or large!) contribu-
tion to help us-lceq,--going, and to keep the hope for a 
new Liberation magazine alive~ 
REPORT FROM THE 
HOUSTON CONVENTION 
Leslie Cagan 
Throughout the past year we have heard cries from 
the mass media that the women's movement is dead, 
that it no longer exists as the vital, mass movement of 
women that it once was, and that indeed change has 
come for the women of America. Just as the press has 
tried to convince us that other movements for social 
change have come and gone, they are in the midst of a 
campaign to persuade women that it is possible to better 
your own individual life and you shouldn't worry that 
there is no longer a movement - for after all, you never 
really wanted to be a part of that crowd of "women's 
libbers" anyway. 
None of it is true. Countless women all across the 
country are still hard at work at the multitude of 
projects and activities that constitute one of the most 
significant movements for social change in this country 
today. The recent events in Houston at the International 
Women's Year Conference must be looked at and 
understood in that context. 
On the week-end of Nov. 18 to 20 well over 10,000 
women from all of the 50 states and the 5 territories still 
controlled by the United States, met in Houston for the 
IWY Conference. Over 1400 of those people were 
official delegates, having been chosen at state 
conferences held between last May and July. An 
educated guess puts the observers and guests somewhere 
between 8 and 10,000, while a parade of press people 
added yet another 2000. It was interesting to note that 
most, although not all, of the press were women . .. 
often involved in the very issues they were reporting on. 
The conference was mandated by an act of Congress 
as this country's follow-up to the United Nations 
declaration of 1975 as International Women's Year. 
The point of the conference was to present the President 
and the Congress with recommendations for possible 
legislation which would help remove the barriers that 
now exist for women's full participation in the 
structures and institutions of this nation. In fact, 
(continued on page 2) 
Don't forget to renew your subscrip-
tion. The price, only $5, just covers our 
costs. So to really help us help others, 
become a Resist pledge. The form on the 
back page will tell all. 
The Houston Convention 
Congress set aside $5 million for use by the IWY 
Commission (hand-picked by the President) to hold 
both the local conferences and this national event. 
Right-wing forces, which have been critical of the 
women's movement and of the IWY Conference, 
attempted to discredit the conference by saying that "so 
much" of the tax-payers money was being used in this 
biased and unrepresentative conference. In fact, $5 
million represent 2¢ per American woman - hardly a 
large expenditure for this nation. 
Over the few months leading up to the conference 
much concern and worry had been generated about the 
possible presence of right-wing forces. Iu fact, several 
states saw their conferences taken over ·~the right-
wing. Utah sent an all-Mormon delegation (a church not 
known for progressive stands) and Mississippi sent an 
all-white delegation (which included not only some men, 
but also some Klu Klux Klan members). In many other 
states, right-wing people were elected to be delegates. It 
had become clear that the issues being raised by the 
women's movement, and in some way the issues being 
The success of the Houston con-
I erence must be understood in the con-
text of many long hard years of struggle 
by the women ,s liberation movement. 
brought to the public through the IWY activities and 
conferences, were being militantly opposed by the new 
right-wing. 
It is not an accident that the right-wing has attempted 
to organize people around issues of sexual politics ... 
abortion, child care, gay rights, sex education, the 
ERA. Consistently, their line is anti-woman and they 
are against all of these things based on the belief that 
having them will mean the demise of the traditional 
American nuclear family. In hard times, when people's 
questions do not get satisfactory answers, when econo-
mic conditions mean high unemployment, rising costs 
for all the necessities of life, etc. people turn to what 
might appear to be simple answers. . . save the family 
and all will be well. 
By the time we all arrived in Houston there was great 
confusion about what would unfold during the week-
end. Would the right-wing disrupt the conference? 
Would all of the 26 resolutions being brought to the 
floor be adequately discutsed and how would the voting 
go? What sorts of tensions would arise around what 
promised to be the most controversial issues - ERA, 
reproductive. rights, sexual preference (lesbianism), 
welfare? Would there by room to change, to try to 
improve some of the resolutions? What would the con-
ference actually look like? What would all of these 
women do while they were in Houston? 
In many ways the week-end was a success. The right-
wing did not show up in force at the conference 
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(although they did hold their own pro-family rally 
across town one afternoon with an estimated 11,000 
people). All but one of the 26 resolutions did pass with 
overwhelming support and enthusiasm. (The one that 
did not pass called for the creation of a cabinet-level 
department of women in Wash., D.C.) Several key 
resolutions were greatly improved. For instance, the 
resolution on Minority Women was expanded to include 
statements on the particular needs of different minority 
groups (Black, Puerto Rican, Chicano, Asian-
American, Native-American, etc. Also, the new 
welfare resolution condemned the Carter welfare 
program - a reversal of the· originally supportive 
wording. 
It was a success in that women from various parts of 
the country, coming out of different economic, racial, 
social communities got to meet each other. Lesbians and 
heterosexual women shared time and energy with each 
other. The presence of disabled women opened many 
women's eyes to the particular needs of that group of 
people. There was a tremendous women's energy that 
might well prove to be a part of a continued process of 
building the bridges and making the connections that is 
so much a part of keeping a movement not only alive, 
but also growing. 
But there is no way for us to look at Houston with a 
totally uncritical eye. There were lots of problems with 
what Houston and the IWY forces represent. On the 
most immediate level of course is that it isn't clear that 
the passage of these resolutions will really mean 
anything. Many women are hopeful that what will come 
out of this is some new and more progressive pieces of 
legislation. But there is no guarantee or even any real 
reason to believe that Congress will act favorably on 
these recommendations. Of course, even if laws pass we 
have learned that this is not enough. The civil rights 
movement struggled for years and eventually Congress 
passed new laws - but racism continues and freedom is 
still a long way off. 
There are other problems, too: more subtle and 
therefore maybe even harder ones to tackle. For one, it 
felt as if many of the women who were in Houston went 
home feeling that while it has been a long struggle to get 
this far, and while there is certainly much more to do, 
that in some basic way the American political arena has 
finally opened up to women ... we are on the road to 
full integration into the American political scene. Even 
if that were true, and I am not sure that it is true, that 
would be upsetting. For in fact our struggle must go 
beyond a demand for equality within this system. . . it 
must articulate our needs for liberation, for control over 
our lives and for re-structuring of all the basic 
institutions that now define who and what we are. 
The success of the Houston conference must be 
understood in the context of many long hard years of 
struggle by the women's liberation movement. It would 
not be surprising if ten years ago many of the women 
who were at Houston felt that we were nothing but a 
bunch of crazies out there on the fringes of society. It is 
depressing to realize that while on the one hand we have 
influenced people, and we have reached out and 
affected people, at the same time they still see us as out 
there someplace. In other words, women in Houston 
talked about being at a women's conference, and some 
The fact that this conj erence hap-
pened at all is an indication of our 
potential power. The federal govern-
ment has beenforced to recognize us ... 
even if they only provide a token 
gesture and do not really address our 
needs. 
even said they are a part of the women's movement -
the women who identified as being a part of the 
women's liberation movement were few and far 
between. 
The fact that this conference happened at all is an 
indication of our potential power. The federal 
government has been forced to recognize us. . . even if 
they only provide a token gesture and do not really 
address our needs. A leadership has emerged for women 
that does not talk about liberation, but rather is trying 
to figure out ways to move within this system. We, the 
women's liberation movement, are left with a great 
challenge. Will it be possible for us to re-gain the 
leadership we once had in this movement? Will we be 
able to help women move one step beyond their desires 
for equality into the struggle for freedom? Will we be 
able to build on the positive and creative energy that 
women expressed in Houston without letting our 
movement be coopted? 
The message from the IWY conference is a complex 
one - but the fact that it happened, the fact that 
women are moving around vital issues in mass numbers, 
cannot be ignored. 
Leslie Cagan attended the Houston convention as an 
observer, and is active in the Abortion Action Coalition 
in Boston. 
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Defining feminism is a complex task because we have 
come to understand that our oppression functions on 
many different levels. 
Sexism is the result of a power relationship & not 
merely a matter of discrimination. Keeping women ''in 
their place" benefits both individual men and govern-
ment and corporate institutions. The end of our oppres-
sion will only come when the institutions, attitudes and 
realities that define our lives are changed. And those 
transformations will not come by persuading men to 
mend their ways. Changing the faces of those who run 
our government, businesses, schools and media by 
adding some women and Third World people does not 
alter those structures, it just alters their appearance. The 
IWY is itself an example of trying to convince women 
that they may be "given" power within a system that is 
fundamentally unjust. 
Our feminist perspective and work has led us to a 
commitment to fight not only sexual oppression but also 
racial and class oppression, and the connection between 
these. We know that the struggle to change the lives of 
all women is integrally linked to changing a system that 
perpetuates racism, and a class structure which keeps 
millions of people powerless. Our own long history 
teaches us that our strength will lie in our ability to 
make strong and concrete connections with other 
peoples' struggles. 
One of the new understandings generated by our 
feminist analysis is the realization that the institution of 
heterosexism is yet another form of oppression. Our 
struggle includes the issue of civil rights for Lesbians, 
and freedom of sexual expression for all women. 
Feminism is both an ideology and a process for 
creating change. It is a commitment to challenge the 
many institutions that presently define us. It is our 
commitment to change the power relations in our 
society. Feminism is the validation of each women's 
experience, a sharing of that experience and the 
empowerment of each woman as an integral part of that 
process. We see that we cannot change things alone, and 
there is no such thing as the individually liberated 
woman. While it is important that women have made 
and will continue to make daily improvements in their 
lives, we recognize that our liberation will only become 
a reality when all women are free. It is in that vein that 
we support struggles to win and maintain much needed 
reforms. But we view those reforms as a beginning and 
not an end in themselves. For in the long run we are not 
seeking equality in this system; rather, we work for 
equality and freedom in a world restructured to meet 
human needs. 
Excerpted from a newspaper distributed at the 
Convention by the Lucy Parsons Women's Coalition. 
For a copy of the newspaper, write to: 
Lucy Parsons Women's Coalition 
clo AAC-CESA 
P.O. Box 2727 
Boston, MA 02208 
The socialist tradition is rich in lessons on 
A group of Oneida Perfectionists about 1863. Their leader, John Humphrey Noyes, is in the right foreground. 
THE LIVING BUILDING 
Jeremy Brecher 
During the nineteenth century, several hundred 
thousand people participated in the founding of inten-
tional communities based on principles of cooperation 
or communism, some religious, some secular. Seven 
American Utopias, by Dolores Hayden, examines in 
detail a number of them which lasted long enough and 
created special enough environments to make them 
significant experiments in community design. 
How can the members of a social group who control 
their own activities and resources organize their total 
environment to live the way they want to? This is the 
basic problem of all socialist planning. Like many other 
people, I long doubted that there was much of value we 
A review of Seven American Utopias: The Architecture 
of Communitarian Socialism, 1790-1975 by Dolores 
Hayden (The MIT Press, Cambridge, Mass. 1976, 
$16.95) 
could learn about this from the 19th century utopians. 
This book convinces me I was wrong. 
The seven case studies are full of fascinating and 
somewhat arcane details about such communities as the 
Shakers, who alternated between a life of rigid 
discipline and a shared fantasy of periodic visits to the 
Kingdom of God; the Oneidans, with their system of 
"complex marriage" which would make today's sub-
urban wife-swapping look prim; the Mormons, with 
their leadership of theocratic land speculators. But what 
makes the book important, beyond mere antiquar-
ianism, are the questions it asks of this material. 
Although the answers may depend on particular 
conditions, the questions themselves are timeless: 
"Who decides what dwellings and workplaces will be 
like? How much space is public? How much is private? 
How arc they connected? How much do groups want 
their designs to be seen as unique? How much arc they the 
models for the rest of society and the world? 
The result is a book which is not "architectural 
history" in the usual sense, presenting buildings as 
esthetic objects. Rather it is a study of the social 
organization of the building process. While it contains 
enough graphic apparatus to warm the specialist's 
what it means to really change our lives. 
heart, the book is relevant to anyone concerned with the 
basic "design dilemmas" that emerge whenever groups 
consciously try to plan their environment. 
Several of the design recommendations which the 
book draws from this experience are applicable today 
both to socialist societies and to community groups 
trying to use the environment to foster social change. In 
my opinion they constitute an important contribution to 
the theory of social reconstruction. 
Most important is the emphasis on design as an on-
going process through which a community defines itself 
over time. One requirement for this is a medium for 
widespread participation in the planning process. In the 
Oneida colony, for example, nightly meetings attended 
by the whole community frequently debated and 
developed plans for the community buildings, which 
evolved over a thirty year period. Another requirement 
is a willingness to learn from experience, from trial and 
error: an attitude of experimentally perfecting the 
environment, rather than trying to realize a pre-con-
A model of an Ideal Community displayed at the White House by the 
British manufacturer and socialist Robert Owen in 1825. 
ceived "perfect plan." Finally, it requires tentative 
designs that can be modified over time. 
At the level of the single building, this can mean con-
structing one wing at a time, as at Oneida, or a 
willingness to remodel, add, or move - something so 
pronounced among the Shakers that a local carpenter 
once complained that they should have built their walls 
with hinges and their houses on wheels. At the level. of 
the community as a whole, it implies site plans, guide-
lines, and building codes that are revised periodically 
with the accumulating experience of the community. 
"Just as successful community groups must resist the 
development of rigid party hierarchies or encumbering 
bureaucracies, so they must resist rigid or encumbering 
environments.'' This capacity for growth and change is 
captured in the Shaker metaphor of the ''living 
building." 
This emphasis leads the author, herself an architect, 
to a strong hostility toward the kind of authoritarian 
architecture and planning which strive to impose 
"utopian" conditions on people via an ideal plan of the 
"perfect" building or city - those who would, as Marx 
once put it, provide recipes for the cookshops of the 
future. If the book has a villain, it is Victor Consi-
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Colonists at Llano de/ Rio in California in J9U. Llano de/ Rio was 
designed by Alice Constance Austin, a feminist and self-trained 
architect, who tried to develop single-family homes embodying 
feminist principles. 
derant, the disciple who turned Fourier's proposals for 
a society based on "passional attraction" into a rigid 
blueprint, symbolized by drawings of a giant Phalan-
stery with facade copies from the Palace of Versailles. 
Her admiration is for the Shaker builders who travelled 
from colony to colony with a few rough plans to be 
adopted to local needs, and the architect member of the 
Oneida colony, who attributed the success of the 
community's planning not to his own capacities but to 
the members' patience and willingness to wait for 
consensus. 
A second key theme lies in the interaction of indi-
vidual, sub-group, and collectivity. The essential 
problem here is one of balance. The experience of com-
munes in both the past and the present is that forced 
deprivation of privacy is not an effective way of 
developing community - on the contrary, it is likely to 
generate a strong reaction in the opposite direction. 
Communal activities and communal spaces need to 
draw in individuals by concentration of amenities in 
attractive areas, rather than by eliminating privacy. 
The need for privacy on the part of individuals, 
couples, or families can be met by providing private 
(continued on page 8) 
Some colonies built separate buildings for teenagers. Here, in 1924, 
young people from Newl/ano are building "Kid Kolony, " a com-
munal dwelling for adolescents. 
Carter's plan is another giant step backward for civil rights. 
IMMIGRATION AND 
REPRESSION IN THE 
SOUTHWEST 
NACLA 
Few of President Carter's policy decisions have so 
clearly demonstrated the influence of domestic and 
transnational corporations and the administration's 
anti-labor bias as his recent proposals dealing with 
undocumented immigrants. On August 4, Carter 
announced and sent to Congress the long-delayed, 
highly controversial four-point package containing 
these main components: 
• a revised Rodino bill with civil penalties for employers 
who "knol ingly hire illegal aliens"; 
• more military-type equipment and Border Patrol 
personnel to stop further immigration; 
• limited amnesty for undocumented immigrants 
already in the country; 
• multilateral aid aimed at creating jobs in Mexico and 
other immigrant-source countries. 
The plan drew immediate and sharp criticism from 
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus, immigrants' rights 
organizations, civil libertarians, the United Farm 
Workers, CASA and many other Mexican, Chicano and 
progressive groups across the country. So far, over 40 
organizations have banded together to form the 
National Coalition to Stop Carter's Immigration 
Program (NSCIP) which will include community organ-
izing, legal opposition and congressional lobbying to 
defeat the program when it comes before Congress in 
October and November. Bert Corona, a longtime 
activist for immigrants' rights and active in the broad-
based opposition movement, called the Carter plan, "a 
dangerous set of legislative proposals. These proposals 
. . . not only will curtail the rights and aspirations of 
millions of Mexicans and Latin Americans currently 
living in the United States - they threaten the rights of 
all freedom-loving Americans as well." 
MASS DISCRIMINATION 
The crux of Carter's immigration plan and the focus 
of opposition to it is the $1,000 civil fine it proposes for 
employers who knol ingly hire undocumented workers, 
coupled with possible injunctive action against repeat 
offenders. This part of the proposal is essentially a con-
cession to the hierarchy of the AFL-CIO, who base their 
labor strategy on federal legislation rather than organ-
izing immigrant workers themselves. Civil and criminal 
penalties were bitterly fought in the past by the National 
Association of Manufacturers, which was successful in 
eliminating criminal sanctions. But as NAM spokes-
person David Englander has said, "it is politically 
untenable for business to oppose them [civil fines] at 
this time." 
While most critics of employer penalties agree that 
loopholes in the proposal and poor enforcement will 
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mean that few bosses will pay fines, they also agree that 
the sanctions will give employers greater power over 
their undocumented workers, which can only lead to 
increased exploitation. Already the NCSCIP has docu-
mented hundreds of cases in which immigrant workers 
were illegally required by California employers to post a 
lmge "bond" in order to gain employment. Peter Shea, 
legal spokesperson for the Coalition, explained that 
these penalties will also create a "mass discriminatory 
effect" and will provide "an easy rationale for any 
employer to discriminate against Hispanic workers." 
This position was echoed by the 800 delegates to the 
August national convention of the United Farm 
Workers, who unanimously agreed to fight any 
legislation that could "promote wholesale discrimina-
tion in employment against all workers who have dark 
skins and speak languages other than English." M.I.T. 
immigration researcher Wayne Cornelius summarized 
this aspect of the plan as ''a giant step backward in civil 
rights for what is expected to be the nation's largest 
minority group in 1980." 
The temporary residence program 
would institutionalize cheap labor 
through the second-class status given to 
those affected. 
MILITARIZING THE BORDERS 
The second "hard-line" aspect and cornerstone of the 
immigration program calls for stepped-up surveillance 
of the 2,000 mile border with Mexico and increased 
deportations. With a massive budget increase of $100 
million, an increase of 2,000 Border Patrolmen, new 
helicopters, electronic "human-sniffer" sensors, com-
puters and widespread distribution of a new computer-
ized identification card for aliens, the new "liberal" 
head of Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS), 
Lionel "Lone" Castillo, predicts that "within a couple 
of years we can cut illegal entro to IO percent of the 
current level." According to information recently 
received by NACLA, the INS is also investigating the 
feasibility of a mass repatriation of Mexican workers 
back to Mexico. 
Critics, however, maintain that while the militar-
ization of the border will cause more detentions and 
violations of human rights, and bring further deaths of 
border-crossers at the hands of "La Migra," it has little 
possibility of stopping the flow of poverty-stricken 
persons - short of building a 100 ft. iron fence. 
(American businessmen who do a profitable trade from 
border crossers strongly oppose solutions of this type.) 
AMNESTY FOR SOME 
In accord with business' interest in cheap labor, the 
Carter immigration plan offers amnesty for undocu-
mented immigrants residing in the U.S. since 1970, and 
temporary residence for those here since Dec. 31, 1976. 
The amnesty is also seen as a sweetener to Latino groups 
to compensate for the job discrimination and 
heightened deportations under the plan. The seven year 
amnesty, however, is not especially meaningful since 
current immigration law already allows aliens in the 
U.S. for seven years to apply for relief from deporta-
tion. Carter's plan simply changes the method of 
adjusting their legal status. 
The NCSCIP, MALDEF (Mexican American Legal 
Defense and Education Fund), the UFW and numerous 
other organizations strongly oppose the temporary resi-
dence program because it would, in effect, institutional-
ize cheap labor through the second-class status given to 
those affected. While temporary residents will have to 
pay taxes on any wages they earn, the Coalition points 
out, they will not be eligible for unemployment insur-
ance, welfare, food stamps, medicaid, social security or 
workman's compensation. Furthermore, they say, few 
undocumented immigrants will want to come forward 
to register, since their status is temporary and in five 
years could lead to deportation. 
AID FOR RUNAWAY SHOPS 
The final ingredient of the anti-labor recipe is multi-
lateral aid, a partial recognition that the cause of immi-
gration from the Caribbean, Nigeria, Korea, Mexico 
and the other main "sender" countries is poverty,' 
underdevelopment, and in some sense a result of their 
relationship with the United States. In particular it is a 
concession to Mexico's President Lopez Portillo, who 
strongly argued for favored aid and trade treatment 
from the U.S. during his recent trip to Washington. 
Mexican government officials are deeply worried about 
the impact of more deportations on a country already 
swollen with unemployment. 
The solution proposed by Carter, however, is not to 
place controls on the profits U.S. companies extract 
from third world countries, nor call on the IMF to ease 
up on its austerity programs, nor pay higher prices for 
imports from these countries. Rather it offers them aid, 
in the form of loans from multilateral lending agencies 
for population control programs and trade in the form 
of increased opportunities for investment by U.S. labor-
intensive industries and agribusiness. Thus, in the name 
of helping the poorest nations, the Carter program 
promotes an "open-door" for U.S. runaway shops and 
U.S. capital in general. While the stated intention of the 
program is to lessen unemployment at home, in fact it 
will increase the number of jobless workers by 
increasing the ongoing process of "capital flight." 
WHO BENEFITS? 
In conclusion, the Carter immigration program is 
another gift to business, as evidenced in the temporary 
resident/cheap labor plan. The transnational corpora-
tions remain untouched. The structures which encour-
age runaway shops are strengthened. The patterns of 
displacement of workers and peasants in the third world 
and unemployment within the U.S. are unchanged. 
The only thing that the Carter program offers the 
American public and the dependent nations is con-
fusion. Perhaps it is this confusion that is the greatest 
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In the name of helping the poorest na-
tions, the Carter program promotes an 
Hopen door" for U.S. runaway shops 
and U.S. capital in general. 
danger of the immigration plan - confusion that can 
divide native-born American workers from immigrant 
workers, that can veil exploitation in the guise of aid. 
It is indeed true that the Carter administraiton has 
fooled the American public on many issues, but the im-
migration program is one which has provoked substan-
tial opposition from diverse sectors of society. There are 
growing efforts to isolate and effectively pressure a 
change in this policy as well as to draw out the lessons it 
teaches about the Carter administration, and the nature 
of the unemployment crisis in the capitalist world. 
This article is reprinted from NA CLA Report, Sept. -
Oct., 1977. It was prepared by the NACLA-West Mex-
ico Project in collaboration with Dan Carrol and c od 
Darling. The latter authors have a full report on the im-
migration situation in the October, 1977 issues of the 
Nation. 
New England Free Press, which prints our news-
letter, was involved this year in printing the 
Massachusetts Bread & Roses Calendar-woment 
native americanstyoung peopletpuerto ricanst 
blacks-our past and present in dates & graphics. 
The calendar can be purchased for $4.00 from 
the Massachusetts Bread & Roses Project, 44 
N. Prospect St., Amherst, MA. 01002. Bulk 
rates are available. In the Boston area, it can be 
purchased at Red Bookstore, 100 Flowers, 
Wordsworth, Grolier, New Words. Ask for it in 
other stores, too. Buy it for your friends and 
comrades for The New Year! 
The Living Building 
spaces - individual rooms, family apartments, and the 
like. This can be combined with full development of 
collective services, such as child care, laundry, cooking 
and dining. The collectivization of such activities is 
important because it helps strengthen community, 
lightens toil through economies of scale, and perhaps 
most important because of its liberating effect on those 
(primarily women) responsible for childcare and house-
keeping. Such an approach provides an alternative to 
the private family house, which the author sees as a 
block to both individual and community development. 
The book also points out the crucial importance of 
spaces which link public and private realms - the path-
ways, porches, entrance halls, warm chimney corners 
and the like where people meet casually and have a 
chance to say hello, exchange news, and maintain 
communication. Fourier, with his "galleries of associa-
tion" and plans for "interlaced cultivation" of land 
with mixing of different workgroups at refreshment 
pavilions, remains the prophet of such "sociopetal" 
design. 
The relation between individual and group has one 
other important dimension. A communal framework 
which denies self-expression, like one which denies 
privacy, comes up against strong human resistance. But 
there is no reason why the process of community 
building cannot provide a great opportunity for indi-
vidual self-expression, so long as it is not based on a pre-
established plan worked out to the last detail. In 
• communities like Oneida or the Shaker villages, 
individuals were encouraged to use their imaginations to 
the fullest to create inventions, decorations, and archi-
tectural innovations; indeed, the collective building 
process was the amplification of such individual contri-
butions. It would be hard to imagine a fuller exemplifi-
cation of "the free development of each" as "the con-
dition for the free development of all." 
Relatively little is said in this book about certain other 
aspects of the overall design of a society, such as educa-
tion, family, and particularly the production process, 
except where they impinge on environmental design 
more narrowly defined. Yet it seems to me that its impli-
cations go far beyond this boundary. For its basic 
approach to the process of social planning and to the 
relation of individuals, smaller, and larger social groups 
is applicable to many other areas of social life. If we are 
to avoid the anarchy of competitive capitalism and the 
oppression of state socialism, surely our basic principles 
will have to be flexible planning based on participation 
and a balance of individual, small group, and overall 
social realms of action. This book, by showing those 
principles at work in one social sphere, makes a major 
contribution to the theory of a non-authoritarian 
socialist society. 
Jeremy Brecher is the author of Strike! and, with Tim 
Costello, Common Sense for Hard Times. 
Many thanks to Dolores Hayden for generously loaning photographs. 
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-RESIST-
WHAT IS RESIST? 
Resist is a socialist fund-raising organization that 
funnels money to organizing projects. Groups from all 
over the country apply to us for money, and we distribute 
the funds that we raise in small grants of $100 to $500 
each. So far we have funded over 1000 projects, and we 
want to do more. 
FUNDING TO BUILD SOCIALISM 
The core of Resist's fund-raising is our pledge 
system, in which people pledge to give Resist a fixed 
amount of money each month. ln addition, we also get 
one-shot donations, and are sometimes fortunate enough 
to be given a large donation. The money that we raise goes 
for grants, and to pay our office expenses and the salary of 
our staff person. We also publish a monthly eight-page 
newsletter, which contains articles by organizations which 
have rel:eived grants, along with articles on general issues 
of concern to the Left in developing our strategy and 
program. 
WHY SHOULD YOU GIVE YOUR 
MONEY TO RESIST? 
You probably receive fund-raising appeals from many 
Left-wing projects and organizations. We believe that it is 
important to support many of these projects. But perhaps 
you are not aware of the enormous effort and resources it 
takes to mount these fund-raising appeals. And in fact, 
most organizing projects do not have these resources. 
Mounting a campaign to raise money would keep them 
from doing their organizing. This is where Resist comes in. 
An organization of substitute teachers in Chicago, or a 
GI project in San Diego, or a women's health center in 
Cambridge can apply to Resist for money, instead of 
trying to mount a fund-raising campaign of their own. 
And, provided that Resist has money, the organizing 
project is likely to get some of it. But Resist has to raise 
money to give money. And this is where you come in. 
WHAT CAN YOU DO? 
Best of all, become a Resist pledge. In doing so, you will 
automatically recein our monthly newsletter. 
Yes, I would like to be a Resist pledge for 
• $5/month • $SO/month 
• $10/month D ___ (other) 
• $25/month 
Name __________________ _ 
Street 
City -----.,-----State. _____ _,._,,....ip. ___ _ 
